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*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted July 24, 2006 **  

Before:   ALARCÓN, HAWKINS, and THOMAS, Circuit Judges.

Amritpal Singh, a native and citizen of India, petitions pro se for review of

the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) August 18, 2004 order affirming an

immigration judge’s (“IJ”) decision denying asylum, withholding of removal, and

FILED
AUG 01 2006

CATHY A. CATTERSON, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS



2

relief under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”), and the BIA’s January 18,

2005 order denying petitioner’s motion to reopen and reconsider.  To the extent

we have jurisdiction, it is conferred by 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review for abuse of

discretion the denial of a motion to reconsider and a motion to reopen.  See Oh v.

Gonzales, 406 F.3d 611, 612 (9th Cir. 2005); Iturribarria v. INS, 321 F.3d 889,

894 (9th Cir. 2003).  We dismiss the petition for review in part and deny it in part.  

We lack jurisdiction to review the BIA’s August 18, 2004 order because the

instant petition for review is not timely as to that order.  See Martinez-Serrano v.

INS, 94 F.3d 1256, 1258 (9th Cir. 1996).

The BIA did not abuse its discretion in denying the motion to reopen and

reconsider because Singh failed to include an affidavit or other evidentiary

material, see 8 C.F.R.  § 1003.2(c)(1), or offer evidence of changed country

conditions, see 8 C.F.R. § 1003.23(b)(4)(i), and failed to identify any error of fact

or law in the BIA’s prior decision affirming the denial of asylum, withholding of

removal, and CAT.  See 8 C.F.R. § 1003.2(b)(1), (c)(1). 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED in part; DENIED in part.
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